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Doceaber 24, 1983
Lettor Opinion
Noe 53-177-L

Mr, farion L, Brooks
Superintendent of Publle LA '

Instruction

ST ~ JPI7ONA ATTORREY GEMeAL

Dear i#r. Brooks:

Pursuant to your letter daled Decombor 21, 1953, and our con-
versabion of Tuesday, Ueceaber 22nd, prlease be advlsod that it 1s
tho opinion of the attorney Genoral that: '

1. Travel expenditures muat be authorized by law for meabers
of edvisory commibtboes to the Stato Board of Educabtion, If these
meabers aro teachoers and princioals 1n the Arizona Gchool Systen
they fall within a prior rulins of our office to your departaent
that they aro not stato eaployoes, ond, thorelfore, are nos cne
titled to travel expendltures, undor the asuthorlty of Section
12.713, A.Cilvs 1259, sa cuendod,

2. Proper procedurc for suthorizing the expenditures in quese-
tion, we belioveo would be as followy: Secblon 54-101, A.C.he 1639

exprossly cubtnorizes the expenditure of funds for travel, per dilem,

otc., 1ncurrocd by menbers of the Board of lducation. Thls statule
could be sacnded Lo include "and members ol advisory comamltices
appointed by the Board, includlng teachers and princlpals of the
Arizona School Systea".

The next step would be to specifically sebt out the comamltteeos
in question in the smnual budseb estimate subunltted to the Leglge
laturo. The effect of this aznendacnt In subsequent asppronriations
would ve that the Superintendent of lFublie Instruction could euthor-

zo the expenditures slnilar to the aulthority granted him in Scction
54-101, supra, g to Board aexnvers, and still, the current polley

to deny teuchers and principals, as guch, the right to travel cx-
penditures would provell, The only excepltion would be to these
partlcular coumaltteco mectinga.

Very truly yours,'
PAUL Vi, LA PRADT

Agslatant to the
PiLsLE Attorney General




